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FactorCategories and Factors 

Haximua. Projected 
Likelihood of Release Value Score Rationale 

1. Observed Release 550 
2. Potential to Release 

2a. Containment 10 
2b. Net Precipitation 10 
Ze].. Depth··.to· .. Aquir:fu, 5< 
2d. Travel Time 35 
2e .. Potential to Release-

[Lines 2a x (2b+2c+2d)] 500 
3. Likelihood of Release (Higher 

of lines 1 or 2e) 550 

Waste Characteristics 

4. Toxicity/Mobility a 
5. Hazardous Waste Quantity a 
6. Waste Characteristics (lines 

4 X 5, then use Table 2-7) 100 

Targets 

7. Nearest We~l 50 
8. Population 

Ba. Level I Concentrations b 
Bb. Level II Concentrations b 
Be. Potential Contamination b 
8d. Population (lines 8a+Bb+Bc) b 

9. Resources 5 
10. Wellhead Protection Area 20 
11. Targets (lines 7+Bd+9+10) b 

Likelihood of Release 

12. Aquifer Score 
[(Lines 3 x 6 x 11)/82,500)c 

Groundwater Migration Pathway Score 

13. Pathway Score (Sgw), (highest 
value from line 12 for all 
aquifers evaluated) 

100 

100 

~0 

Sso 

\oO 

to-o 

lO 

50 

~ rJ osJ2 
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..------.c 
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a Maximum value applies to waste characteristics category. 
b Maximum value not applicable. 
c Do not round to the nearest integer. 
d Use additional tables. 
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Yell Contaminant Concentration 
Identifier Detected (Note Units) 

~~d~· .. Pw 
Qa.l~ ew 
fq~J~~ ~ 

* Multipliers 
- Level I = 
- Level II = 

10 
1 

~? 

z~.'=> s, ·3 

Potential Contamination 

Total Number of 
Distance Yells Yithin 
(miles) Distance Ring 

0 to 114 

>114 to 112 

>112 to 1 

>1 to 2 

>2 to 3 

>3 to 4 

Potential contamination = Sum (A) 
10 

(A) 
Apportioned 
Population 

Benchmark Vell Serves 

G ~~0 

6 z..l o1fi) 

!5 zt ()b1) 

Sum (AXB) Level I 

(B) 
Level:* 
Multf ~;. (A x I 

J Q~;:;c'i>: l ~ l1ltfJ . 
...• ·.4 .. ,..-!"·t··· 7 ~ ' ••• • " < ,'. ''.' 

I 0 f'U/® . 
l D , 1u

1
rn. 

1~0 cflO 
I I 

Sum (AXB) Level II I 

I Distance-Yeighted 
Total Population I Population Values 
Served by Yells I "Other Than Kaist" 
Vithin Distance I (Table 3-12) 

Rin I (A) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Sum (A) 

* For drinking water wells that draw from a karst aquifer, see the Distance­
Veighted Population Values for "Karst" in Table 3-12. 
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l. Thenfl. ball" been' a release· of several: v()latile organic compounds fro• 
the· C&j0111 Landftl.l to groundwater beneath and downgradient of the 
site. PCB, TCE, Freon 12, DCE, andvinyl chloride have been 
detected at levels that exceed EPA Maximum Contaminant Levels (HCLs) 
for drinking water or the EPA Ambient Vater Quality Criteria in 
downgradient monitoring wells. A few of the contaminants were 
additionally detected in upgradient on-site monitoring wells; 
however, because the downgradient conc~ntrations were at least three 
tilfteS'~ greater tban. backgrounct, a rel:ease fr011r the site can be 
documented. 

2. The toxicity of PCE is 100 and the mobility is 1 since PCE has 
migrated to groundwater. Although vinyl chloride was detected in 
groundwater and has a toxicity of 10,000, PCE is of concern in the 
drinking water wells and maximizes the pathway score. 

3. The landfill occupies 127 acres (5,532,120 square feet). 
5,523,120/3,400 = 1,624.45; therefore the assigned value is ioo. 
Additionally, actual contamination of drinking water wells may be 
attributable to the site. 

4. There is Level I Contamination in three downgradient municipal 
wells. The contamination may be attributable, at least in part, to 
the Cajon Landfill site. 

5. PCE has been detected in three downgradient municipal wells at 
levels which exceed the MCL of 5 J.tg/L. This contamination appears 
to be attributable, at least in part, to the Cajon Landfill site. 

San Bernardino Vater Department serves 100,000 people with a 35-well 
blended system. 100,000/35 = 2,857.14 people served by each well. 

See scoresheet calculations. 

6. Because the three wells at Level I produced a pathway score of 100, 
Level II and potential contamination population were no evaluated. 




